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If the Chamber presents a counter-proposal, it natu-
rally has the right of attaching an explanation of its
own attitude.1

The popular initiative has not been made use of
frequently enough for us to criticise it by the light
of experience. It is interesting, however, to read
the views of M. Stiissi, a democrat of Zurich, who
comments on the result of the popular initiative.2
He considers that the actual organisation of the ini-
tiative is defective in two respects:

(i) "The author of a demand  can only appeal

the initiants shall be sent round to every citizen at the expense of
the state.]

1  [In Schaffhausen and Ticino the method of voting on the two
proposals is interesting,

In Ticino, if the demand is made as a complete bill, and the
council makes a counter-proposal, the two are voted on at the same
time. Then there is a second voting, at which the proposal that has
received the largest number of votes is submitted alone, the question
being, " Do you accept this proposal or not ?" The alternative is
the status quo. In Schaffhausen the counter-proposal of the Great
Council is voted on first. If this is negatived, then the popular
proposal is submitted to the electorate.

In Zurich, Berne, Rural-Basle, Solothurn, the Grisons, City-Basle,
Ticino, Schaffhausen, Thurgau, Vaud, and Neuchatel various time
limits are fixed during which the Great Council must discuss the
demand and resolve on its course. In Solothurn and Thurgau the
matter must be submitted to the people within two months, in
the Grisons within a year and a half. Other cantons fix periods
between these two. In Vaud the Great Council has to be sum-
moned at once in extraordinary session.-]

2  [The results of the initiative in Zurich are interesting.    The
right was introduced in 1869, and first made use of in 1871.   Be-
tween 1871 and 1893 there were twenty-one demands by initiative.
The result has been summarised by Mr. Lowell.    He points out thaf,
the net result of twenty-four years of the initiative has been the
adoption of two laws of doubtful value.   One of them established a
house of correction for tramps, and the other abolished compulsory
vaccination.    See pp. 285-87.]